) this docket at a regularly scheduled Authonty Conference held on July 23 2002 to consrder, .

- PETITION FOR APPROVAL OF ;
- INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT
- BETWEEN BELLSOUTH e
TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. AND i
- ESSEX COMMUNICATIONS, INC. D/B/A

S eLEC COMMUNICATIONS

BEFORE THE TENNESSEE REGULATORY AUTHORITY
, NASHVILLE TENNESSEE S ;

' ,;August 2_9, 2002;’

| DOCKETNO.020035

oo APPROVING INTERCONNECTION AGREEME'NT e

ThlS matter came before Drrector Deborah Taylor Tate, Dlrector Pat Mlller, and Drrector

Ron J ones of the Tennessee Regulatory Authonty (the “Authorlty”), the votmg panel a351gned to“ o

i o pursuant to 47 U. S. C § 252 the Pet1t1on for approval of the negotlated mterconnectlon agreement”“ﬁ:}f}i?: .

between BellSouth Telecommumcatlons, Inc and Essex Commumcatlons, Inc d/b/a eLEC

| Commumcatlons The Pet1t1on was ﬂled on May 13 2002 and came before the Authorlty pursuant .
'to47USC§252 ' |
Based upon the revrew of the agreement the record in thls matter, and the standards for o : | i :

', review set forth in 47 U S. C § 252 the Dlrectors unammously granted the Petltron and rnade the\»f‘

. . followmg ﬁndmgs and conclusrons

§ 65—4 104.

‘1)~ : The Authonty has Junsdrctron over publrc ut111t1es pursuant to Tenn Code Ann

2 The agreement is in the pubhc mterest as 1t provrdes consumers w1th alternatrve fjf B
sources of telecommunrcatlons serv1ces wrthm the BellSouth Telecommumcatronst Inc. serv1ce

. area.




3)  The agreement is not discriminatory to telecommunications service providers that

~ are not parties thereto.

4 47 U.S.C. § 2’52(e)(2)(A) provides that a state cemrnission ‘may’reject a negotiated
\ va‘greernent only 1f it “discriminates against a telecomrnunications cerrier ’no"t a party to the
agreement”, or if | the implernentation of the agreement “is not consistent with the public intereSt,“‘,, S
,' cenvenience er' neeessity.” Unlike arbitrated agreements, a state commissien may not reject a :

: negdtiated é.greement on the grounds that the agreement fails to meet the requirements of 47 U.S.C. e

§§ 251 or ’25'2(’d)'1 Thus, although the Authorlty finds that neither ground for reJecnon of a

l negotlated agreement exists, this ﬁndmg should not be construed to mean that the agreement is
: ‘ ,eon31stent w1th §§ 251 or 252(d) or, for that matter, prev1ous Authonty decrswns. |

;‘ '5) Ne person or entity has sought to intervene in this docket. |
| 6) The agreement is rev1ewable by the Authorlty pursuant to 47 U.S. C § 252 andk
- Tenn CodeAnn §65-4-104

’IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT

The Pet1t10n is granted and the interconnection agreement negotlated between BellSouth 8

' Telecommumcatxons, Inc. ‘and Essex Comrnumcatlons, Inc. d/b/a eLEC Commumcatlonsw is ‘. ;

s approved and is subject to the review of the Authority as provided herein. |

1 Seear U.S.C. § 252(e)(2)(B)(Supp- 2001).




